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Disposition of Claims 

4) [§] Claim(s) 1-14 and 23-29 is/are pending in the application. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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1 . This action is in response to the remarks filed on 1/12/05. 

2. Claims 15-22 have been canceled. 

3. Claims 26-29 have been added. 

4. The IDS filed on 2/14/05 has been considered. 

5. Claims 1-14, 23-29 are pending. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, 14, 23-25, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Hapner et al, (Hapner), US 5,692,183. 

As per claim 1, Hapner (US 5,692,183) discloses: 

- creating a new object for a new instance of the application (abstract lines 
12-15, "An object developer develops object implementations which the 
distributed object generates distributed objects with, in the process 
automatically providing transparent persistence."), (col 5 lines 23-25, "the 
object constructor, the object constructor being used to create an instance 
of an object in accordance with one embodiment of the present invention") 
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- using an existing object of an existing instance (col 8 lines 60-67, "an 
object "class" is a template from which an object can be created. It is used to 
specify the behavior and attributes common to all objects of the class. The 
mechanism by which new classes are defined from existing classes is 
"inheritance." "Subclasses" of a class inherit operations of their parent class. 
As is well known, "inheritance" is a mechanism by which reusability is 
facilitated") and (col 9, lines 48-67, "The servant object 150 is one instance of 
a distributed object ... which is inherited from the above-described data object 
classes") 

- said existing instance being one of the multiple instances (col 1 0, lines 
50-54), where the plurality of objects (multiple instances) residing in a 
plurality of processes (col 10 lines 65-67) and (col 8 lines 60-65) 

- setting up a connectivity between the new instance and the network (col 
8, lines 40-43, 'establishing a connection with the target object and 
passing the call. The ORB together with an Object Adapter (OA) is 
responsible for working with the client and the target object to perform these 
services"), where "target object" is the new instance (col 6 lines 38-39), where 
server object is the distributed object which is created (col 6, line 21 , 
"distributed objects can be object clients or object server") and the clients are 
connected with a network (col 1 1 lines 1-5, "distributed objects, computer 
processes, and clients of the distributed objects are resident on one or more 
computers linked together by a network') 



Application/Control Number: 09/945, 1 1 8 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2192 

- starting execution of the new instance (col 12, lines 32-33, "the object is 
created, active, and able to accept requests for service"), where the created 
object (new instance) is active, clearly indicates that new instance is executed 
because in activation state the object is executed (col 10 lines 2-4, "Both the 
initialization function (executed during creation) and the activation function 
(executed during activation)") 

- wherein the new instance uses the new object, and the connectivity to 
access a resource shared by the multiple instances (abstract, lines 12-15, 
and col 10, lines 64-67), where " a single database accessible to a plurality of 
distributed objects" clearly indicates that the "connectivity to access a 
resource shared by the multiple instances" as claimed. 

As per claim 2, Hapner (US 5,692,183) discloses: 

- making a copy of said existing object (col 7 lines 38-41 , "When the object 
is activated, thereby generating a single instance of the object class, the 
instance inherits behavior and attributes of the object class including the data 
pointer to the data object. The present invention teaches, upon object 
activation, creating a replica of a persistent data object and replacing the 
initial data pointer to the data object with a pointer to the persistent data 
object") 

- renaming the copy using name of the new instance (col 7 lines 42-44, col 
10 lines 8-20), where "original data object pointer" is replaced during creation 
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or activation indicates that renaming the copy of the new instance because 
the "object pointer" is used as the "reference" or "identifier" (name) in the 
distributed environment (col 8 lines 8-17). 

As per claim 4, Hapner (US 5,692,183) discloses: 

- adding an entry for the new instance to a file in a computer to describe 
the new instance (col 12 lines 12-14, col 5 lines 5-10), where "database" is 
the file in the computer system (col 4 lines 52-67, col 5 lines 1-4). 

For claim 5, (Hapner, col 11 lines 1-12). 

As per claim 6, Hapner discloses creating (col 5 lines 23-25), setting up connectivity 
(col 8 lines 35-40), starting execution (col 12, lines 32-33) and (col 10, lines 2-4). 
Hapner further discloses object related data are managed automatically (col 7 lines 14- 
16) and the present invention are implemented automatically by an object development 
framework (col 8 lines 45-46) clearly indicates that creating, setting up connection and 
starting execution are automatically performed in the computer as claimed. 

As per claim 14, (Hapner, col 6 lines 6-15, col 12 lines 1-10). 

Claims 23 -24 are the system claims corresponding to the method claims 1-2 
and rejected for the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 1-2 
above. 

For claim 25 (Hapner, col 14 lines 3-25). 
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For claim 28 (Hapner, col 9 lines 62-67, col 10 lines 1-10). 
For claim 29 (Hapner, col 10 lines 7-20). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 7-9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hapner, US 5,692,183 and further in view of official notice taken by the Examiner. 

As per claim 3, Hapner discloses choosing a name for the new instance (col 
12 lines 48-52), where "data pointer" is used as object reference (name). Hapner 
discloses the system automatically manages the object's related data (col 7 lines 14-15) 
and the present invention has implemented automatically by an object developments 
framework (col 8 lines 45-47). Hapner does not specifically disclose automatically 
choosing. However, official notice is taken for automatically choosing. The modification 
would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
complete a task by reducing or eliminating human intervention. 

As per claim 7, Hapner discloses a list of computers in said plurality (Fig 5 and 
col 11 lines 1-14). Hapner does not specifically disclose "displaying a list". However, 
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official notice is taken for displaying information. The modification would be obvious 
because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to implement a system 
where the user can view the list of elements (computers) at a single time on a computer 
screen. 

Hapner does not specifically disclose user selection of a computer. However official 
notice is taken for user selection of computers. The modification would be obvious 
because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to implement a user- 
friendly environment in a system. 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further Hapner 
discloses each computer is said list does not have an instance of said application 
(abstract, lines 12-15) and col 4 lines 40-65 clearly shows that certain environment can 
create new object or instance. Thus all the computers do not have the instance of the 
application. 

As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and further Hapner 
discloses at least one computer has one instance of said application (col 4 lines 35-65). 

As per claim 12, (col 5 lines 1-10), and the database (file) is accessed to a 
plurality of distributed objects (col 10, lines 65-67). 
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8. Claims 13, 26, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hapner, US 5,692,183 and further in view of Callsen et al, US 6,438,616 

As per claim 13, Hapner does not disclose entry of new instance to a private file. 
However, Callsen discloses entry of new instance to a private file (col 4 lines 13-30). 
The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to reduce computing overhead by adding the object to a local file (private file). 

As per claim 26, Hapner does not disclose that new instance more powerful or 
less powerful than the existing instance. However, Callsen discloses that new instance 
more powerful or less powerful than the existing instance, (col 1 1 lines 55-66), where a 
customization object is created inherently including the new instance (customized 
object) can be more or less powerful from the existing instance. The modification 
would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
implement the object according to the user or customer's desires. 

9. Claims 10,11 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hapner, US 5,692,183 and further in view of official notice taken by 
the Examiner and Snyder et al (Snyder), US 6,640,255 

As per claim 10, Snyder discloses installing software for said application ... 
does not have said software (Snyder col 1 1 lines 57-65). The modification would be 
obvious because one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to check for the 
presence of the system resources that are vital for the system. 
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As per claim 11, Snyder discloses setting up resources ... computer (Snyder, 
col 1 1 lines 57-65), where checking for the presence of system resources that are vital 
to server operation at runtime and the system is running without exception, inherently 
including setting up resources as claimed. The modification would be obvious because 
one of the ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to run the system properly. 

As per claim 27, Snyder discloses static configuration as claimed (Snyder, col 
14 lines 13-24). The modification would be obvious because one of the ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to implement a permanent resource configuration to operate 
the system properly. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made or record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

TITLE: System and method for synchronizing objects between two devices, US 
6862617 B1 

TITLE: Method and system for distributing updates by presenting, directory of software 

available for user installation that is not already installed on user station, US 6557054 

TITLE: Methods and apparatus for providing transparent persistence in a distributed 

object operating environment, US 5692183 A 

TITLE: System for distributing computer programs, US 6298480 B1 

TITLE: Visual composition tool for constructing application programs using distributed 

objects on a distributed object network , US 6189138 B1 

TITLE: Object oriented software development tool for creation of new class (es), US 
6070006 A 
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TITLE: Method of providing persistence to object in C++ object oriented programming 
system, US 6275828 B1 

TITLE: Object oriented programming system with objects for dynamically connecting 
functioning programming objects with objects for general purpose operations, US 
6694506 B1 

TITLE: Method and apparatus to make and transmit objects from a database on a 
server computer to a client computer, US 6591272 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chameli Das whose telephone number is 703-305-1339. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 A.M. to 3:30 

P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor Tuan Dam can be reached at 703-305-4552. The fax number for this group 
is (703) 872-9306. 

After October 25, 2004, the examiner can be reached at new telephone number 
(571) 272-3696, and the examiner's supervisor Tuan Dam can be reached at (571) 272- 
3695. 

An inquiry of general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is 
571-272-2100. 




CHAMELI C. DAS 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



